Appl. No. 10/759,470 
Amdt. dated March 27, 2006 

Reply to Office action of December 28, 2005 
REMARKS 

Reconsideration is respectfully requested. Claims 1-3 were 
present in the application. Claim 1 is amended herein. Claims 
2 and 3 are canceled, being non-elected. Applicant reserves the 
right to file divisional applications directed to the subject 
matter of the canceled claims . 

Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103 (a) as allegedly 
being unpatentable over Applicant's disclosed Prior art. 

Applicant respectfully traverses. 

Responsive to the Examiner's rejection, claim 1 has been 
amended to clarify the differences with the prior art, adding a 
limitation into the front of the body. Because the added 
feature, the U-shaped body having a front free from a parting 
line, has been disclosed in the original drawing as filed, 
applicant believes that the amendment to claim 1 does not incur 
any new matter. The specification is also amended and it is 
submitted that this is not new matter. 

With the amendment to claim 1, applicant respectfully 
disagrees with the Examiner because that the Applicant's 
disclosed Prior art does not show the feature described in the 
amended claim 1 of this invention. The Applicant's disclosed 
Prior art shows a tool bracket having a parting line formed on a 
front of the body but not around the body. The Applicant's 
disclosed Prior art does not show the front of the body is kept 
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free from a parting line. Without any prima facie case, applicant 
disagrees to the Examiner's assertion of 'modifying the mold 
design disclosed as prior art by Applicant so as to have the 
parting lines on the edges rather than the front face' being 
obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention. The Applicant's disclosed Prior art does not disclose, 
teach or suggest the feature described in the amended claim 1 of 
this invention. To achieve this invention is not obvious to one 
skilled in the art with reference to the Applicants disclosed 
Prior art. 

Therefore, applicant believes that the rejection to claim 1 
of this invention has been overcome and the amended claim 1 is 
allowable. 
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In light of the above noted amendments and remarks, this 
application is believed in condition for allowance and notice 
thereof is respectfully solicited. The Examiner is asked to 
contact applicant's attorney at 503-224-0115 if there are any 
questions . 
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this March 28, 2006. 
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